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1. E The amendment filed on 01 July 2004 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(1) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) S disapproved: See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

Newly added claims 17-19 are subject to double patenting rejection because they are duplicated claims of claims 5 and 15- 
16, respectively. The scope both corresponding claims are substantially same where the duplicate calims can not be 
allowed.3. Applicant is advised that Claims 17-19 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claims 5 and 15-16. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both cover 
the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a 
substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). For example, the claims 16 and 19 area pharmaceutical 
composition contains the compound 1256. The scope of both claims 16 and Ware substantially same and thus, the claims 
would be subjected to objection. Thus, the new claims 17-19 will not be entered. 

In addition to that, the scope of the claims 17-19 are not clear whether the claims are directed to the compound of 
composition. For instance, the claim 1 7 relates to a pharmaceutical composition selected from the group consisting of 
various compounds. The composition is patnetably distinct from a compound where the composition should be made of an 
active phncipal(Le. compounds as recited) and other carriers or excipients. The new claims 17-19 seems lacking clear 
distinction between compound and composition. For the reasons above, the 312 amendment will not be entered. 
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